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DETAILED ACTION 

1. Claims 1-20 have been examined. Application 09/687,846 (SOFTWARE AND 
METHOD FOR MARKETING ARTISTS) has a filing date 10/13/2000. 

Response to Amendment 

2. In response to Office Action dated 12/29/03, the Applicant amended claims 1-20. 
Applicant amendment overcame the Section 101 rejection. Applicant filed a declaration 
Under 35 C.F.R. 1 .131 claiming a priority date before January 12, 2000. 

Claim Objections 

3. Claims 6 and 7 are objected to because of the following informalities: "entering 
and viewing information", should read "for entering and viewing information". 
Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

4. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

Claims 1-4, 8 and 12-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Leeke et al (U.S. 6,587,127). 
As per claim 1 , Leeke teaches: 

A software product for marketing an artist, the software product comprising; 
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a computer program operational when executed by a computer processor to 
direct the computer processor to generate a main navigational window viewable on a 
computer display and having a plurality of buttons, the plurality of buttons including an 
artists button and an avenues button (see column 5, lines 25-31; column 7, line 63 - 
column 8, line 16; column 9, lines 17-25; figures 2, 8, 12, 13 20, 22-27) 

wherein the computer program is operational when executed by the computer 
processor upon activation of the plurality of buttons to direct the computer processor to 
generate additional windows viewable on the computer display (see column 5, lines 25- 
31; column 7, line 63 - column 8, line 16; column 9, lines 17-25; figures 2, 8, 12, 13 20, 
22-27) 

wherein the artists button opens an artists window having data fields for entering 
and viewing information relating to particular artists and the avenues button opens an 
avenues window having data fields for entering and viewing information relating to 
different avenues of marketing and a computer program storage medium operational to 
store the computer program (see column 5, lines 25-31; column 7, line 63 - column 8, 
line 16; column 9, lines 17-25; figures 2, 8, 12, 13 20, 22-27). 

As per claim 2, Leeke teaches: 

The software product according to claim 1, wherein the avenues window 
provides access to data fields for entering and viewing information relating to radio, 
retail, media, and venues (see figures 3, 8, 12, 13). 

As per claim 3, Leeke teaches: 
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The software product according to claim 1 , wherein the avenues window includes 
a radio button for opening a radio window having data fields for entering and viewing 
information relating to a radio station (see figure 2), a retail button for opening a retail 
window having data fields for entering and viewing information relating to a retail outlet 
(see figure 50), a media button for opening a media window having data fields for 
entering and viewing information relating to media (see figure 52-56), and a venue 
button for opening a venue window having data fields for entering and viewing 
information relating to a venue (see figure 13; column 5, lines 25-31; column 7, line 63 - 
column 8, line 16; column 9, lines 17-25). 

As per claim 4, Leeke teaches: 

The software product according to claim 1, wherein the artists window provides 
access to data fields for entering and viewing information relating to a particular artist, 
members associated with the particular artist, and products associated with the 
particular artist (see figures 20-21; 25-27; column 10, lines 5-15). 

As per claim 8, Leeke teaches: 

The software product according to claim 1, wherein the artists window includes 
an artists tab for opening a window layer having data fields for entering and viewing 
information relating to a particular artist, a members tab for opening a window layer 
having data fields for entering and viewing information relating to members associated 
with the particular artist, and a products tab for opening a window layer having data 
fields for entering and viewing information relating to products associated with a 
particular artist (see figures 49-50). 
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As per claim 12, Leeke teaches: 

The software product according to claim 1 , wherein data fields are provided to 
store submissions of an artist by name and format (see column 13, lines 13-21; figures 
20-21). 

As per claim 13, Leeke teaches: 

The software product according to claim 12, wherein the format is one of a 
plurality of predetermined formats (see column 13, lines 13-21). 
As per claim 14, Leeke teaches 

The software product according to claim 12, wherein stored data can be moved 
between active and archived status and data in archived status can be retrieved by 
format (see column 1, lines 14-20). 

As per claim 15, the software product according to claim 1, contains the same 
limitations as claim 14 therefore the same rejection is applied. 

As per claim 16, Leeke teaches: 

The software product according to claim 1, wherein the plurality of buttons 
includes an events button and the events button opens an events window having data 
fields for entering and viewing information relating to particular events (see figure 13). 

As per claim 17, Leeke teaches: 

The software product according to claim 16, wherein the events window includes 
data fields for entering and viewing an event type for each particular event and the 
event type is one of a plurality of predetermined event types (see figures 13-14; column 
16, lines 1-25). 
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As per claim 1 8, Leeke teaches: 

The software product according to claim 16, wherein the events window 
categorizes event data according to avenues of marketing including radio, retail, media, 
and venue (see figures 3, 8, 12, 13). 

As per claim 19, Leeke teaches: 

The software product according to claim 1, wherein the plurality of buttons 
includes a search button and the search button opens a search window having data 
fields for entering and viewing information relating to parameters of a search of stored 
data and the data fields of the search window are adjusted according to a selected 
avenue of marketing including radio, retail, media, and venue (see figures 22, 23). 

Claim 20 is a composite of claims 1 and 2 therefore the same rejection is applied. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 5-7 and 9-11 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Leeke et al (U.S. 6,587,127) in view of White et al (U.S. 6,628,302). 

As per claim 5, Leeke teaches the software product according to claim 4, but fails 
to teach wherein the artists window provides access to data fields for entering and 
viewing information relating to tour dates associated with the particular artist, and an 
itinerary associated with the particular artist. White teaches a system that presents 
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information related to the selection of particular artists, such as artist's biography, critic 
reviews, listing of other recording of the same selection by different artists, the artist's 
upcoming concert schedule, etc (see column 7, lines 1-22). Therefore, it would have 
been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the application was 
made, to know that Leeke would present upon user's selection, the artist's upcoming 
schedule, as taught by White. This feature would help users know the artist's schedule 
and have the possibility of seeing the artist performs live. 

As per claim 6, Leeke and White teach the software product according to claim 5, 
wherein the artists window provides access to data fields for entering and viewing 
information relating to biographical information associated with the particular artist, and 
association affiliations associated with the particular artist. White teaches a system that 
presents information related to the selection of particular artists, such as artist 
biography, critic reviews, listing of other recording of the same selection by different 
artists, the artist's upcoming concert schedule, etc (see column 7, lines 1-22). 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the application was made, to know that Leeke would present upon user's selection, the 
artist's biography and related affiliations, as taught by White. This feature would help 
users obtain more personal information about their favorite artists. 

As per claim 7, Leeke and White teach the software product according to claim 5, 
wherein the artists window provides access to data fields for entering and viewing 
information relating to notes associated with the particular artist (see column 21, lines 1- 
16). 
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As per claim 9, Leeke teaches the software product according to claim 8, but fails 
to teach wherein the artists window includes a tour dates tab for opening a window layer 
having data fields for entering and viewing information relating to tour dates associated 
with the particular artist, and an itinerary tab for opening a window layer having data 
fields for entering and viewing information relating to an itinerary associated with the 
particular artist. However, the same rejection applied to claim 5 is applied to claim 9. 

Claim 10, Leeke and White teach the software product according to claim 9, 
wherein the artists window includes a biography tab for opening a window layer having 
data fields for entering and viewing information relating to a biography associated with 
the particular artist, and an affiliations tab for opening a window layer having data fields 
for entering and viewing information relating to association affiliations associated with 
the particular artist. See rejection of claim 6. 

As per claim 1 1 , Leeke and White teach the software product according to claim 
9, wherein the artists window includes a notes tab for opening a window layer having 
data fields for entering and viewing information relating to notes associated with the 
particular artist (see column 21 , lines 1 -1 6). 

Response to Arguments 
6. Applicant's arguments, filed 04/22/04, with respect to the rejection(s)of claim(s) 
1-20 under Chacker have been fully considered and are persuasive. Therefore, the 
rejection has been withdrawn. However, upon further consideration, a new ground(s) of 
rejection is made in view of Leeke et al (U.S. 6,587,127) and White et al (U.S. 
6,628,302). 
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Conclusion 



7. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to DANIEL LASTRA whose telephone number is 703-306- 
5933. The examiner can normally be reached on 9:30-6:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, ERIC W STAMBER can be reached on 703-305-8469. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703- 
872-9306. 

Information regarding' the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Daniel Lastra 
June 12, 2004 




